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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7, 8-10, 11-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cruickshank (US PAT: 6,704,294, filed 10-13-1999). In view of 
Simonoff (US pat: 6,463,460, filed 4-23-1999). 

Regarding claim 1 , Cruickshank discloses a method of privately sharing served 
resources between a first and second computers connected to an internetwork for 
exchanging network packets there between, wherein the served resources reside in the 
first computer and wherein each of the computers has a respective private IP address 
within the internetwork, the method comprising the steps of: maintaining a central 
server in (114, fig. 1) coupled to the internetwork and containing a database of IP 
addresses of registered computers (fig. 1, col. 2 lines 48-56), running a call client in 
each of the first and second computers (1 12/122, fig. 1 ) for establishing a data call 
between the first and second computers in response to the database of IP addresses, 
generating within the first or second computer a request for sharing the served 
resources, running a client application in the first and second computers, wherein the 
server application and client application running in the second computer exchange 
network packets in response to the IP address used by the call client (col. 3, line 38 - 
col. 5, line 13; col. 10 lines 43-49). 
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Cruickshank differs from claim 1 in that he does not specifically teach running a 

i 

server application in the first computer for hosting the served resources, and retrieving 
the served resources from the server applications simultaneously,. 

However, Simonoff discloses running a server application in the computer for 
hosting the served resources, and retrieving the served resources from the server 
applications simultaneously, (col. 6, line 39 - col. 7, line 6). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify Cruickshank's system to provide for the following: running 
a server application in the first computer for hosting the served resources and retrieving 
the served resources from the server applications simultaneously as this arrangement 
would facilitate sharing information including video by using a server as taught by 
Simonoff (col. 6 lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 8, Cruickshank discloses computer apparatus for privately 
sharing served resources residing in the computer apparatus with a remote computer 
via an internetwork for exchanging network packets, the computer apparatus and the 
remote computer having respective private IP addresses within the internetwork, the 
computer apparatus comprising: a call client for transmitting information identifying the 
remote computer (122, fig. 1) to a central server in (1 14, fig. 1) maintaining a database 
of IP addresses of registered computers, and establishing a data call between the 
computer apparatus and the computer in response to the database of IP addresses a 
client application for retrieving the served resources from the server application, wherein 
the server application is configured to exchange network packets with a remote client 
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application running on the remote computer in response to the database of IP 
addresses (col. 3, line 38 - col. 5, line 13; col. 10 lines 43-49). 

Cruickshank differs from claim 8 in that he does not specifically teach a server 
application for hosting the server resources. 

However, Simonoff discloses server for hosting the server resources (col. 6, line 
39 - col. 7, line 6). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify Cruickshank's system to provide for the following: server 
application for hosting the server resources as this arrangement would facilitate sharing 
information including video by using a server as taught by Simonoff (col. 6 lines 1-18). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Cruickshank discloses a software product for privately 
sharing served resources between a resident computer and a remote computer over a 
computer network, the software product comprising: software configured to transmit 

I 

information identifying the remote computer (|22, fig. 1 ) to the central server in (1 14, fig. 
1) maintaining a database (118, fig. 1) of IP addresses of registered computers, running 
a call client for establishing a data call between the resident computer and the remote 
computer in response to the database of IP addresses, generating request for sharing 
the served resources, and running a client applications in the resident computer (112, 
fig. 1) and the remote computer (124, fig. 1) for retrieving the served resources from 
the server application simultaneously, wherein the server application and the client 
application running in the remote computer exchange network packets in response to 
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the IP addresses used by the call client, a storage system in (1 12/122/1 18, fig. 1 ) that 
stores the software product (col. 3, line 38 - col. 5, line 13; col. 10 lines 43-49). 

Cruickshank differs from claim 1 1 in that he does not specifically teach running a 
server application in the resident computer for hosting the served resources. 

However, Simonoff discloses running a server application in the computer for 
hosting the served resources (col. 6, line 39 - col. 7, line 6). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify Cruickshank's system to provide for the following: running 
a server application in the resident computer for hosting the served resources as this 
arrangement would facilitate sharing information including video by using a server as 
taught by Simonoff (col. 6 lines 1-18). 

Regarding claims 2-7, 9-10, 12-16, Cruickshank further teaches the following: ip 
address used in the call client of the first computer (112, fig. 1) is reported to the server 
application and wherein the server application send a session initiation message to the 
client application running on the second computer, wherein IP address used in the call 
client of the second computer is reported to the client application running in the second 
computer (122, fig. 2) and wherein the client application in the second computer sends 
a session intimation message to the server application, server application exchanges 
network packets with the client application running in the second computer using a 
network session already established for the data call, call clients terminate operation 
during the exchange between the server application and client application running in the 
second computer, request for sharing the served resources causes launching of the 
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server application and the client applications, originating a voice telephone call between 
users of the first and second computers in response to target telephone number, 
transmitting the target telephone number to the central server in (114, fig. 1) for 
determining one of the IP addresses (col. 3, line 38 - col. 5, line 13, col. 10 lines 43-49), 
user interface responsive to a user for launching the server application and the client 
application in order to initiate sharing of the served resources wherein the user interface 
presents the served resources to the user (col. 8 lines 8-12, col. 10 lines 47-49),server 
application and the client application are launched in response for sharing the served 
resources (col. 3, line 38 - col. 5, line 13, col. 10 lines 43-49). 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melur Ramakrishnaiah whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-8098. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 Hr schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curt Kuntz can be reached on (571) 272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

i 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). 
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